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Abstract
Although numerous studies have convincingly demonstrated that sleep plays a critical role in
motor sequence learning (MSL) consolidation, the specific contribution of the different sleep
stages in this type of memory consolidation is still contentious. To probe the role of stage 2
non-REM sleep (NREM2) in this process, we used a conditioning protocol in three different
groups of participants who either received an odor during initial training on a motor sequence
learning task and were re-exposed to this odor during different sleep stages of the post-train-
ing night (i.e., NREM2 sleep [Cond-NREM2], REM sleep [Cond-REM], or were not condi-
tioned during learning but exposed to the odor during NREM2 [NoCond]). Results show that
the Cond-NREM2 group had significantly higher gains in performance at retest than both the
Cond-REM and NoCond groups. Also, only the Cond-NREM2 group yielded significant
changes in sleep spindle characteristics during cueing. Finally, we found that a change in fre-
quency of sleep spindles during cued-memory reactivation mediated the relationship
between the experimental groups and gains in performance the next day. These findings
strongly suggest that cued-memory reactivation during NREM2 sleep triggers an increase in
sleep spindle activity that is then related to the consolidation of motor sequence memories.
Author Summary
There is ample evidence that sleep contributes to the consolidation (from a labile to a
robust state) of a memory trace formed through learning of a new motor sequence, such as
piano-playing. Sleep, however, is a complex neurophysiological state comprising several
phases, and the role that each phase plays in this memory process remains controversial.
To address this issue, we used a conditioning paradigm with human volunteers in which
an odor was first associated (or not) with the practice of a motor sequence learning task.
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The odor was then presented again in one of two different sleep phases—rapid-eye move-
ment (REM) or stage 2 non-REM (NREM2)—during the second half of the night, as a
means of facilitating reactivation of the memory trace. As predicted, we found that partici-
pants cued with the odor during NREM2 showed greater gains in performance (reflecting
better consolidation) the following morning compared with those who were cued during
REM sleep or who had not previously been exposed to the odor during training. We also
observed that reactivation during NREM2 sleep prompted significant changes in a type of
brain activity known as sleep spindles. We conclude that NREM2 sleep—and spindles in
particular—contribute critically to the consolidation of motor sequence memories.
Introduction
From lacing up a shoe to typing at a computer, motor skills are learned and become automatic
through the repetitive practice of a precise series of movements. This type of procedural mem-
ory, known as motor sequence learning (MSL), depends initially on repeated practice but is
also enhanced offline after initial training. During this latent post-learning phase, the memory
trace of a given motor experience is thought to be transformed into an enduring state, a process
called memory consolidation [1–4]. A plethora of studies has shown that sleep is critical for
consolidating the memory trace of newly acquired motor sequences, especially when the
sequence of movements is known explicitly prior to the training phase [2,5–8].
While some authors investigating the existence of a relationship between sleep stages and
the consolidation of motor memories using implicit [9,10] or explicit [11] sequential tasks pro-
posed that consolidation was linked to rapid eye movement (REM) sleep, there is now increas-
ing evidence that the consolidation of sequential motor memories is associated with changes in
non-REM (NREM) sleep [7,12–15] and to alterations in characteristics of sleep spindles, in
particular [16–20]. Sleep spindles are short (<2 s), synchronous bursts of activity between 11
and 17 Hz. They are found throughout NREM sleep but are particularly numerous in NREM
stage 2 (NREM2) sleep. Importantly, animal studies have shown that neurons activated during
a motor task are reactivated during subsequent NREM sleep [21] and that these task “replays”
during sleep coincide with slow-wave and spindle events [22]. Although a link between sleep
spindles and consolidation of sequential motor learning has also been observed in many exper-
iments in humans (for review, see [23]), most findings reported so far have been correlational
in nature, hence precluding the determination of whether their role in consolidation is causal
or not.
To address this limitation, researchers have recently investigated the effects of manipulating
sleep-specific brain oscillations (e.g., slow oscillations [24]) or neurotransmitter systems (e.g.,
noradrenaline [15]) in order to probe the tenets of reactivation and consolidation mechanisms
of memory, thereby getting closer to testing for causality [23,25,26]. Others have employed
conditioning experimental designs, also called targeted memory reactivation (TMR) para-
digms, which are thought to target the processing of specific memory representations during
sleep through reactivation with an external olfactory or auditory stimulus that was previously
associated during training [27]. The use of this innovative technique has demonstrated that it
is possible to enhance performance on declarative [28–31], complex/cognitive procedural [32],
and, more recently, MSL tasks [33–35] by cuing subjects during their sleep with olfactory
[29,30,36] and/or auditory stimuli ([25,28–33]; see reviews [25–27]).
More specifically in the procedural memory domain, the TMR approach has been employed
in four studies to investigate the contribution of specific sleep stages in the consolidation of
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MSL. First, in a seminal study, Rasch and colleagues [29] used a rose-like odor as a context cue
while participants performed two successive tasks (visuospatial and MSL) and re-exposed sub-
jects to the olfactory cue either during SWS or REM sleep. They hypothesized that re-exposure
to the olfactory stimulus in REM sleep would improve consolidation of this type of learning.
Contrary to their prediction, however, subjects did not show any difference in motor memory
consolidation after re-exposure to either sleep stage. Although conjectural, one reason for the
lack of a significant effect may be that subjects were cued during SWS and REM, but not during
NREM2 sleep. As sleep spindles are thought to be implicated in the consolidation of MSL, it is
possible that an improvement in post-sleep performance on the motor task might be observed
if the conditioned stimulus is presented instead during NREM2, a sleep stage during which
spindles occur most often [37–39]. Since the same odor was used as stimulus for both types of
task, it is also possible that the context-association of one task interfered with the other, hence
reflecting the presence of improvements on the declarative but not the MSL task.
Other investigators have used tones and melodies associated to the learned motor task as
cues for memory reactivation during the post-learning night, and have demonstrated overnight
improvement in performance on an MSL task the morning after [33–35]. In the latter three
studies, procedural learning as well as enhanced motor sequence consolidation were assessed
using versions of the serial reaction-time task (SRTT), and auditory cuing condition was
administered either during slow-wave sleep (SWS) [34,35] or during the night without distinc-
tion to the sleep stage [33]. Overall, their results revealed that re-exposure to auditory cues
associated with learning during sleep, and more precisely SWS, improved motor memory con-
solidation. This boosting in performance was also specific to cued-memory reactivation per-
formed during sleep [33,35] and, remarkably, to the finger transitions that were cued [33], as
no performance enhancement was observed when cued-memory reactivation occurred during
a wake period [33,34], when part of the sequence was not cued [33], or when subjects were
tested in a no-cuing condition [33,35]. Importantly, correlations were also found between sleep
spindles ([31–32], but see [33] for a different pattern of findings), and gains in performance on
the sequence task, suggesting again that sleep spindles play a role in the reactivation of the
motor memory trace. Yet despite the fact that these TMR studies provide correlational evi-
dence of a link between sleep spindles and motor sequence consolidation, none have reported
changes in spindle activity, which were then associated with better motor memory consolida-
tion. Furthermore, in both studies that found correlations between sleep spindles and perfor-
mance, cuing of the conditioned stimuli was carried out during SWS, and not NREM2 sleep. If
sleep spindles are crucial in the consolidation process, one would expect that cuing during
NREM2 sleep would be most effective in modulating spindles, irrespective of the type of condi-
tioned stimulus. Finally, only one of the previous studies using a TMR approach compared
cuing conditions in two different sleep stages, hence limiting somewhat one’s interpretations
regarding the specificity of the sleep stage during which reactivation of the memory trace opti-
mizes motor sequence consolidation.
In the present study, we thus investigated the contributing role of NREM2 sleep—in partic-
ular, via the action of sleep spindles—on MSL using an olfactory TMR paradigm design similar
to the one used by Rasch et al. [29]. Following an MSL training session in which we exposed
participants to a rose-like odor, subjects were then re-exposed to the same olfactory stimulus
during NREM2 or REM sleep occurring during the second half of the post-learning night (see
Fig 1A). This approach did not only enable us to compare the effect of these two olfactory stim-
ulation conditions during similar portions of the night, but also to compare sleep spindle activ-
ity before and after stimulation in order to test directly whether cuing resulted in an increase in
sleep spindles and their characteristics (e.g., amplitude, duration, frequency, and density) asso-
ciated with performance gains. We also tested a third group that was not conditioned to any
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Fig 1. Experimental design. (A)Overview of the experimental design. The odor was first presented while participants performed the MSL task. They
were then re-exposed during sleep to the associated olfactory cue. This type of manipulation, called targeted memory reactivation (TMR), is thought to
reactivate part of the memory trace previously associated to the cue. The effect of the manipulation was assessed by comparing performance between the
evening training and morning retest sessions. (B) Experimental groups, exposure, and cueing protocol. Subjects were randomly assigned to one of three
groups. Both Cond-NREM2 and Cond-REM groups were exposed to the odor during the evening training session and re-exposed to the same stimulus
during their respective sleep stage. By contrast, the NoCond group wasn’t exposed to the odor while training, but received olfactory stimulation during
NREM2 sleep. All groups were exposed to the odor during the second half of the night and were retested the next morning. (C) Description of the
segmentation of sleep periods. The Pre-stimulation and from-stimulation periods were defined for each participant using the onset of exposure to the odor
during sleep. The during-stimulation period represented the period during which the odor was presented to the participants while in their target sleep stage.
The pre-matched period consisted of a period of sleep that corresponded to the exact same length as that of the during-stimulation period, and that occurred
just before the onset of the olfactory cuing. (D)Olfactory delivery method.Odor delivery followed an ON/OFF block design. During ON blocks, the odor was
sent during 1 s (in pink) every 3 s, while OFF blocks consisted of periods without odor delivery. For the MSL training session, the ON blocks consisted of the
period during which subjects were practicing the sequence, while the OFF blocks corresponded to the periods of 30 s of rest in-between. During the targeted
stage of sleep, the odor was delivered on a 30 s ON/30 s OFF block design for a maximum of 60 min.
doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.1002429.g001
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odor during training, but was exposed for the first time to the odor during NREM2. The latter
group allowed us to ensure that our results would not be biased due to changes in NREM2
sleep and spindle characteristics induced by mere exposure to the olfactory stimulation during
sleep.
Each group was retested in the morning to measure the subjects’ level of consolidation as
reflected through gains in performance. We conjectured that each group would consolidate the
MSL task during sleep as shown by gains in performance during the retest session. In addition,
we hypothesized that cuing in the post-training night to a conditioned olfactory stimulus dur-
ing NREM2 sleep, as compared to re-exposure during REM or exposure during NREM2 with
no prior conditioning, would produce greater gains in performance on the MSL task the next
day, hence demonstrating that re-exposure to the conditioned stimulus associated with the
motor memory trace during NREM2 enhanced the consolidation process. Finally, consistent
with the literature showing that sleep spindles are involved in motor memory consolidation,
we proposed that re-exposure to the conditioned olfactory stimulus during NREM2 sleep
would significantly increase spindle activity for the group conditioned and re-exposed during
NREM2 sleep only.
Results
MSL Consolidation as a Function of Odor Manipulation
Offline gains in performance in the MSL task were assessed in 76 participants using a global
performance index (GPI) corresponding to a measure of performance that takes into account
possible speed and accuracy trade-offs (Fig 2A; see S2 Fig for detailed information on separate
measures of speed and accuracy).
A mixed repeated measures ANOVA of the GPI performed on the entire session of training
(24 blocks—repeated measures) showed a significant effect of block (F23, 1679 = 77.771, p<
.00001), with no significant block x group interaction (F46, 1679 = .422, p = .99) nor any main
effect of group (F2, 73 = .785, p = .46). These results suggest that, while all participants showed
improvement in performance across the training session, all groups had similar rates of learn-
ing and overall level of motor performance. Furthermore, a similar analysis performed on the
last four blocks of the evening training session only revealed no significant main effect of block
(F3, 219 = .423, p = .42), block x group interaction (F6, 219 = .623, p = .71), or between subjects
effect of group (F2, 73 = 1.338, p = .27), showing that, at the end of the training session, all par-
ticipants had reached an asymptotic performance and that the performance level in the MSL
task was similar among the three groups.
Differences in level of consolidation were measured by comparing the mean GPI score of
the first four blocks of retest to the last four blocks of training using a repeated measures
ANOVA while controlling for individual cuing duration and olfactory threshold. The results
yielded a main effect of session (F1, 71 = 49.901, p< .00001) and a session x group interaction
(F2, 71 = 5.794, p = .005), hence demonstrating that while all participants revealed gains in per-
formance between the two sessions, there was a difference in the level of motor skill consolida-
tion between groups. As predicted, post-hoc univariate tests demonstrated that each group
significantly increased their performance across sessions (Cond-NREM2: mean = .042 ±.012, p
< .00001; Cond-REM: mean = .021 ± .013, p = .001; NoCond: mean = .012 ± .012, p = .04; see
Table 1). Most importantly, however, planned contrasts analyses revealed that the Cond-
NREM2 group exhibited significantly higher gains in performance than both the Cond-REM
(p = .03) and NoCond (p = .001) groups, and that Cond-REM and NoCond groups did not dif-
fer significantly (p = .27), demonstrating that cued-memory reactivation during NREM2
enhanced performance over-and-above the gains normally afforded by sleep.
Sleep and the Consolidation of Motor Sequence Memories
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In order to relate more directly the subjects’ level of motor sequence consolidation with
their own polysomnographic (PSG) data, we then carried out additional behavioural analyses
after discarding 12 participants in whom electroencephalography (EEG) recordings were of
poor quality because of technical difficulties. The analyses based upon this smaller subset of
subjects (i.e., n = 64) yielded a similar (albeit not identical) pattern of results. While the overall
distribution of group means was similar, the overnight offline gains in performance differed
slightly as changes in performance in the Cond-NREM2 (mean gain = +.041 ± .033, p< .0001)
and Cond-REM (mean gain = +.019 ± .014, p = .008) groups remained significant, but those
related to the NoCond group did not reach significance (mean gain = +.010 ± .014, p = .17).
Because the NoCond group (from the “all subjects” set) demonstrated the smallest overnight
MSL consolidation effect (p = 0.01), it is not surprising that a subset of this group (i.e., the PSG
subset) did not reach significance using the same measure. More importantly, however, when
looking at both sets of subjects, the significant differences in offline gains between groups did
Fig 2. Behavioral results. (A)MSL learning curves. Learning curves of all three groups during the evening and morning MSL sessions. Scores were
calculated with the global performance index (GPI). Blocks used for the calculation of the change in GPI (i.e., offline gains) are indicated on the x-axis in bold
format. (B)Offline gains in performance on the MSL task. This graph illustrates the offline gains per group on the MSL task performance as measured by
the mean GPI between the four first blocks of post-sleep retest and the four last blocks of pre-sleep training sessions. All groups showed increases in
performance after a night of sleep. The Cond-NREM2 group had significantly higher gains than both the Cond-REM and NoCond groups. No difference was
found between the Cond-REM and NoCond groups. Data deposited in the Dryad repository: http://dx.doi.org/10.5061/dryad.b4t60 [40]. * p < 0.05; **
p < 0.01; *** p < 0.001
doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.1002429.g002
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not change, hence demonstrating that the cuing procedure was effective. Finally, it is important
to note that the pattern of results described above could not be due to poor control of olfactory
cuing because stimulation in targeted sleep stages was successful (see S1 Fig). Furthermore, the
present findings cannot be due to the rejection of subjects with outlying performance (see
Method below), as additional behavioral analyses including those individuals (n = 4) revealed
similar results (see S1 Text).
Olfactory Threshold and Stimulation during Sleep Analyses
A one-way ANOVA showed that there were no differences between groups in olfactory detec-
tion threshold (F2, 73 = 2.324, p = .10) as measured with the Sniffin’sticks test. The same analy-
sis performed on the participants included in the PSG analyses also produced similar results.
Another series of analyses were conducted to ensure that the length of exposure to the rose-
like odor during sleep did not differ between groups, and that targeted stages were successfully
stimulated. First, a one-way ANOVA revealed that there was no difference in the total length of
exposure to the odor cue during sleep between the three groups (F2, 73 = 2.671, p = .08; Cond-
NREM2: 53.4 min ± 3.3, Cond-REM: 48.4 min ± 3.4, NoCond: 49.2 min ± 3.1). Then, another
one-way ANOVA testing for differences during NREM2 was conducted (F2, 73 = 73.127, p<
.0001), and post-hoc univariate tests demonstrated that there was no difference in the duration
of exposure to the odor during NREM2; that is between the Cond-NREM2 (39 min ± 4.4 min)
and NoCond groups (32 min ± 4.2 min) (see S1 Fig and S1 Table for detailed analyses).
Sleep Architecture
Sleep architecture and spindles were analyzed using recordings throughout the night, which
were separated into several distinct periods (see Methods for details): (a) sleep occurring before
onset of the olfactory stimulation (pre-stimulation), (b) sleep following the start of olfactory
stimulation (from-stimulation), (c) sleep during stimulation in the targeted sleep stage (during
stimulation), and (d) sleep of the same length as during-stimulation, but selected in the pre-
stimulation period (pre-matched) (see Fig 1C).
One-way ANOVAs performed separately on pre- and from-stimulation periods did not
reveal any significant difference between the three groups in any of the sleep stages with
Table 1. Offline GPI gains on the MSL task.
n GPI 95% CI p
All subjects (n = 76)
Cond-NREM2 25 .042 .012 < .00001
Cond-REM 23 .021 .013 0.001
NoCond 28 .012 .012 0.04
PSG subset (n = 64)
Cond-NREM2 21 .041 .033 < .0001
Cond-REM 21 .019 .014 0.008
NoCond 22 .010 .014 0.17
Results from the ANOVA for repeated measures assessing the level of offline gains in performance
(consolidation) between the evening and morning MSL sessions as measured with the GPI for each of the
experimental groups. Analyses from all subjects and the polysomnographic (PSG) subset are shown.
These results demonstrate that all groups in the main set of participants (all subjects) showed a significant
increase in performance after a night of sleep.
doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.1002429.t001
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regards to the total sleep time (TST), total recording time (TRT), sleep efficiency (SE), or wake
duration, demonstrating that our manipulation did not generate differential changes in sleep
architecture between our groups (see S2 Table for more information).
Sleep Spindle Analyses
Spindles were extracted from Fz, Cz, and Pz derivations with an automatic algorithm [41].
Sleep spindle analyses focused on peak amplitude, duration, peak frequency, and density. Spin-
dle analyses were only conducted in the Cond-NREM2 and NoCond groups, as no spindle
were generated during the Cond-REM targeted stage. All analyses were carried on NREM2
sleep spindles only.
A categorization algorithm was used to identify spindles originating from a single source
(e.g., a unique channel/electrode—see Method section). Overall, the algorithm identified 29.8%
of spindles at Fz, 36.2% at Cz, and 20.1% at Pz, as overlapping spindles. Filtering of these
redundant spindle events had the effect of lowering the median spindle frequency value of the
overall spindle distribution from 11.49 Hz to 11.37 Hz at Fz (t63 = -5.439, p< .001) and
increasing the median frequency from 13.40 Hz to 13.60 Hz at Pz (t63 = 3.131, p = .003). Thus,
this categorization approach helped to reduce the overlap between frontal and parietal distribu-
tion of spindle frequencies, hence allowing for a better classification between these two midline
sources. All analyses of sleep spindle characteristics reported below were thus carried out using
these filtered events. Yet note that a similar pattern of results was observed when analyses
included the entire set of spindles before applying the categorization algorithm (see S1 Text).
Fz and Cz derivations. There were no significant differences between the two groups in
terms of peak amplitude, duration, peak frequency, and density of sleep spindles in the pre-
matched and during-stimulation periods or when looking at the difference between during-
stimulation and pre-matched periods in both frontal (Fz) and central regions (Cz).
Pz derivation. A one-way ANOVA did not reveal any statistically significant differences
between the two experimental groups with respect to spindles amplitude, duration, frequency,
and density in the pre-matched period, suggesting that, before stimulation, spindles character-
istics were similar between groups. No difference was found in the during-stimulation period,
either (see S3 Table).
By contrast, when we compared changes in spindle characteristics between the pre-matched
and during-stimulation sleep periods, the one-way ANOVA comparing percent change (Δ%)
revealed a significant difference in peak amplitude (F1, 41 = 5.257, p = .03) and peak frequency
(F1, 41 = 4.842, p = .03) between the Cond-NREM2 and NoCond groups (see Table 2 for
Table 2. Differences in spindle characteristics between pre-matched and during-stimulation sleep periods.
Cond-NREM2 (n = 21) NoCond (n = 22) F(1, 42) p
Δ% T(20) p Δ% T(21) p
Amplitude 11.6% 2.394 .03 -1.5% -0.481 .64 5.257 .03
Frequency 0.7% 2.443 .02 -0.1% -0.511 .61 4.842 .03
Density 0.6% 0.246 .81 2.3% 1.033 .31 0.261 .61
Duration 10.1% 3.013 .007 2.2% 0.881 .39 3.523 .07
One-sample t tests were carried out on spindle characteristics Δ% in each group. The results revealed that the stimulation probed an increase in
amplitude, duration, and frequency of spindles in the Cond-NREM2 group, but not in the NoCond group. One-way ANOVAs tested for differences in the
same characteristics between groups. Compared to NoCond, the Cond-NREM2 group spindles increased significantly in amplitude and frequency.
Statistical significance is highlighted in bold.
doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.1002429.t002
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details). A similar pattern of results was observed for spindles duration, although the effect did
not reach significance (F1, 41 = 3.523, p = .07). Follow-up, one-sample t tests revealed that only
the Cond-NREM2 group had a significant increase in Δ% in peak frequency (Cond-NREM2:
t20 = 2.443, p = .02; NoCond: t21 = -.511, p = .62), Δ% in peak amplitude (Cond-NREM2: t20 =
2.394, p = .03; NoCond: t21 = -.481, p = .64), and Δ% in duration (Cond-NREM2: t20 = 3.013,
p = .007; NoCond: t21 = .881, p = .39) (Fig 3A).
Additionally, bootstrap analyses (with 5,000 samples) performed on changes in sleep spin-
dles characteristics between the pre-matched and during-stimulation sleep periods at Pz
showed that amplitude (p = .0012), frequency (p = .0026), and duration (p = .0094) yielded sig-
nificant changes, while density (p = .7764) did not (see S3 and S4 Figs and S1 Text). Bonferroni
correction for 12 comparisons (3 electrodes x 4 characteristics; reference p-value = .0041)
applied on these results confirm the effects reported above: spindle amplitude and frequency
increased significantly, while duration and density did not, between these two sleep periods.
To determine the precise spindle frequencies that were enhanced through cuing when com-
paring the pre-matched and during-stimulation periods, further Chi2 analyses were carried out
on the change in number of spindles in each 0.5 Hz frequency bin from 11 Hz to 17 Hz. Such
analyses revealed that very narrow ranges in spindle frequencies were modulated by the olfac-
tory manipulation during sleep. Indeed, the number of slow frequency spindles for the Cond-
NREM2 group in the 11 Hz to 11.49 Hz bin decreased (Χ2 [1, N = 1,109] = 18.04, p = 0.0003,
bonf.-corrected), while the number of higher-frequency spindles in the 13.5 Hz to 13.99 Hz bin
increased significantly (Χ2 [1, N = 2,463] = 18.04, p = 0.03, bonf.-corrected) compared to the
NoCond group. Yet the total number of spindles (11–17 Hz) was similar between groups and
periods of sleep (Fig 3B).
To ensure that the odor sent for a few minutes during SWS did not significantly influence
the performance of the cued group, we tested if the duration of exposure to the odor in SWS at
Pz correlated with gains in performance. Neither the results of the Cond-NREM2 nor the
NoCond groups showed any significant correlations between the duration of stimulation in
SWS and gains in performance (Cond-NREM2: r = -.168, p = 0.47; NoCond: r = -.012,
p = 0.96). Also, we found no correlation between spindle characteristics and gains in perfor-
mance in the Cond-NREM2 group (amplitude: r = 0.06, p = 0.82; frequency: r = -0.09, p = 0.73;
density: r = -0.07, p = 0.78; duration: r = -0.16, p = 0.53).
Mediation analyses. Using NREM2 Δ% peak frequency at Pz from pre-matched versus
during-stimulation as a mediator (see Fig 3C), we found a significant indirect effect of the
experimental groups (Cond-NREM2 [1]; NoCond [0]) on gains in performance through Δ%
peak frequency (b = 0.027 Bca CI [.004, .077]) with a medium effect size (k2 = .106, 95% BCa
CI [.018, .256]). Although differences were found between the Cond-NREM2 and NoCond
groups in spindle amplitude, mediation analyses did not reveal a significant effect.
Discussion
The present study investigated the contributing role of NREM2 and sleep spindles in motor
sequence memory consolidation. As expected, all experimental groups showed offline improve-
ments in their performance on the motor sequence task after a night of sleep, highlighting
again the influence of sleep on the consolidation of this type of motor learning. More impor-
tantly, however, the TMR paradigm allowed us to demonstrate that post-training cuing during
NREM2 sleep with a conditioned olfactory stimulus significantly increased sequential motor
performance, while cuing during REM sleep or exposing the participant to an unconditioned
stimulus during NREM2 did not. Our results also show that cuing during NREM2 sleep pro-
duced an increase in a variety of spindle characteristics, and that such changes were found only
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Fig 3. Sleep spindle results. (A) Changes in parietal sleep spindle characteristics. Standardized (Z-score) differences in sleep spindle characteristics
between the pre-matched and during-stimulation periods at Pz. Only the Cond-NREM2 group showed significant increase in spindle amplitude, frequency,
and duration. Amplitude and frequency were significantly different between the Cond-NREM2 and NoCond groups. (B)Changes in the number of spindles
at Pz in specific frequency ranges.Differences at Pz in the number of spindles categorized by frequency range between the pre-matched and during-
stimulation sleep periods. Significance was determined using a Chi2 analysis with Bonferroni correction on the number of bins. The total number of spindles
detected for each group and sleep period is shown in the “Spindle count” table. The results revealed a significant decrease of spindle in the 11–11.49 Hz
range, but an increase in the 13.5–13.99 Hz range. (C) Changes in frequency at Pz mediates the relationship between the TMR protocol and MSL
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over parietal areas. Finally, we demonstrate that the increase in sleep spindle frequency over
parietal regions mediated the difference between the MSL performance of the conditioned ver-
sus unconditioned group. Altogether, the results of the present study reveal that NREM2 sleep
is crucial for sequential memory consolidation, and that part of this effect may be explained by
a specific modulation of sleep spindles.
As expected, sleep had a positive impact on MSL consolidation in all three groups. The fact
that the non-conditioned control group improved at retest is consistent with a large number of
studies that have reported that a night of sleep is sufficient to trigger a consolidation process,
which in turn produces gains in performance ([6,13,19,23]; but see [42] for a discussion of possi-
ble confounding factors). Furthermore, our pattern of results demonstrates that stimulation
with the conditioned stimulus during REM sleep does not elicit greater behavioural improve-
ment over and above the effect of sleep. This replicates the findings from Rasch et al. [29], who
did not report any significant changes in performance on a very similar TMR protocol using the
motor sequence learning task after presentation of a conditioned olfactory stimulus during
REM or SWS. Although findings from Rasch et al. [29] and ours do not appear to support prior
studies, which suggested that the process mediating motor sequence consolidation is dependent
upon REM sleep [11,43,44], we argue that it was likely because of cognitive demands associated
to the task employed (i.e., probabilistic serial reaction time task, mirror tracing task) and that it
underlines the possibility that REM sleep might be implicated in other aspects (i.e., more cogni-
tively demanding processes) of motor memory consolidation. Yet our results and those from
other recent investigations [7,15–20] indicate that the consolidation of a newly acquired explicit
and cognitively simple motor sequential skill is particularly dependent on NREM sleep.
NREM2 Sleep Promotes Motor Memory Consolidation
More importantly, and as expected, our results show that participants conditioned to an olfac-
tory stimulus during training to a novel MSL task, and re-exposed to that same stimulus during
NREM2 sleep, experienced a significant enhancement in performance the next day compared
to the two other groups. The latter finding is in accord with previous studies, which found that
performance at retest on an MSL task is correlated to the amount of NREM [10] and to
NREM2 sleep more specifically [13,20]. It is also consistent with evidence that pre-sleep train-
ing on a motor task increases the time spent in NREM2 sleep [45,46], but that deprivation of
post-training SWS or REM sleep does not produce any decrease in motor task performance at
retest [15,47,48], hence supporting further the conclusion that NREM2 sleep plays an impor-
tant role in the motor sequence memory consolidation process (see [23] for a review).
It is important to note that previous TMR studies that investigated the implication of sleep
in MSL learning found greater gains in performance when subjects were cued during SWS
[34,35]. The current study extends these findings and provides, to our knowledge, the first evi-
dence that possible reactivation of the motor memory trace during NREM2 sleep does facilitate
offline consolidation processes capable of producing increases in sequential motor perfor-
mance when tested again the next day. Our results are also in line with a recent integrative
model proposed by Genzel and colleagues [14], which states that such memory trace reactiva-
tions occur particularly (but not exclusively) during the so-called light NREM sleep. Although
offline gains. The significant relation between the experimental protocol and the gains in performance on the MSL task (relation c) disappeared when the
change in frequency in sleep spindles over the parietal cortex between the pre-matched and during-stimulation periods were included in the mediation model
(direct effect: relation c’). The indirect effect composed of (1) the experimental protocol and the change in spindle frequency (relation a) and (2) the change in
spindle frequency and the MSL offline gains (relation b) was significant, as demonstrated by the bootstrap analysis (Cl .004, .077). This pattern of results
strongly suggests that sleep spindles occurring in the parietal regions are crucial to motor memory consolidation through an increase of spindles of higher
frequency. Data deposited in the Dryad repository: http://dx.doi.org/10.5061/dryad.b4t60 [40]. * p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01; *** p < 0.001
doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.1002429.g003
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still conjectural, this model put forward the notion that such an active memory consolidation
process, possibly due to exchange of information between the striatum and motor related-cor-
tical regions [49,50], would take place during this light NREM phase because it offers the most
optimal conditions for global brain interactions. Thus consistent with Genzel’s model, our
behavioral results strongly suggest that mnemonic processes occurring during NREM2 sleep
are involved in sequential motor memory consolidation.
Changes in Spindle Characteristics Associated with Motor Sequence
Consolidation
Over and above the changes in performance as a result of cueing during NREM2, the present
olfactory TMR protocol induced changes in sleep spindle characteristics (i.e., amplitude, dura-
tion, and frequency) only for the group conditioned and re-exposed during NREM2 sleep.
Importantly, we demonstrate that these changes were not caused by differences in sleep archi-
tecture or spindles present prior to the stimulation, but were prompted specifically through re-
exposure to the conditioned odor during NREM2 sleep. Previous TMR studies investigating
the role of SWS in motor memory consolidation have reported correlations between gains in
performance and the number or density of sleep spindles, but no change in spindle characteris-
tics per se [34,35]. The reasons for such differences with our own findings may be two-fold.
First, it is possible that because sleep spindles are more numerous in the stage we targeted
(NREM2) than in SWS, predominance of spindles between these two stages could account for
the increases in several characteristics shown in our own study. Second and most importantly,
however, the protocol employed here offered the unique opportunity to compare the effect of
reactivation during cuing compared to a baseline period recorded during the same night prior
to any re-exposure. Thus, this enabled us to compare non-cued segments that were uncontami-
nated by previous cuing trials to cued segments of NREM sleep, allowing us, for the first time,
to detect changes in sleep spindle characteristics in a TMR study on MSL consolidation.
Interestingly, the present study also revealed that re-exposure to the conditioned stimulus
produced significantly greater increases in sleep spindle amplitude and frequency, and that this
change was present at Pz for the group cued during NREM2, compared to the non-conditioned
group. These results are in line with reports, as those from Schabus and colleagues [51–53],
suggesting that changes in spindle characteristics may be more important than an increase in
spindle density for consolidating memories. They are also in accord with some known proper-
ties related to the underlying physiology of sleep spindle oscillations. Indeed, a recent study
demonstrated that sleep spindles of higher frequency had higher amplitude and, interestingly,
greater rate of cortical propagation [54]. Since sleep and spindle burst activity are thought to
provide favourable conditions for synaptic plasticity ([21,55–57], see [58] for a review), it is
thus possible that, without the need for a larger number of spindle events, the increases in fre-
quency and amplitude found in the present study allowed for a more efficient potentiation of
long-term synaptic changes and increased synchrony in the thalamocortical loop, hence facili-
tating consolidation of the memory trace.
Further analyses on spindle frequencies at Pz showed that, in the conditioned NREM2
group only, the number of spindles increased in a distinct range of frequency (13.5–13.99 Hz),
while there was a decrease in a lower frequency range (11–11.49 Hz). This pattern of results is
even more revealing that the NoCond group did not show any change in either of the fre-
quency bins, but revealed instead an overall normal pattern of decrease in mean frequency (S3
Table) that is usually observed during an undisturbed night of sleep in normal subjects [59]. In
sum, since parietal spindles in the 13.5 Hz to 13.99 Hz range are generally considered fast spin-
dles, our results in the Cond-NREM2 group are thus consistent with previous studies that have
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reported increases in fast spindle density [18] and higher sigma band (13 Hz) activity [19] over
parietal regions following MSL training.
The reason why changes in spindle characteristics were found in the parietal regions only is
speculative at this point. Yet it is now known that the early stage of MSL is characterized by the
acquisition of two different sequence representations (motor, spatial), which are associated
with plastic changes in different motor-related networks and that are depending differently on
sleep for consolidation [60,61]. Learning the motor representation of the sequence relies, in
part, on activation of the striatum, motor cortex, and cerebellum (see reviews [4,12,62,63]). By
contrast, acquisition of the spatial representation depends mainly upon the hippocampus as
well as the prefrontal and parietal regions [60,63,64]. Results from studies in our laboratory
have demonstrated that the consolidation of the latter type of memory trace is related to spin-
dle activity during NREM sleep [65]. Furthermore, TMR studies investigating the effect of
sleep on declarative memory using visuospatial memory tasks have previously shown that
cuing during SWS with an olfactory stimulus produced increases in fast spindle density over
parietal regions [30,66]. Thus, in light of past studies and our present results, it is possible that
the olfactory cue reactivated preferentially the spatial representation of the motor sequence
during sleep, which in turn was enhanced via spindle activity in parietal regions.
Spindle Frequency as a Mediator of the Effect of Olfactory Cuing on
Performance Improvements
In the present paper, we show that the change in sleep spindle frequency over parietal regions
mediated the relationship between cuing and offline gains. These results indicate that the
experimental manipulation (i.e., cuing the memory of a motor task with an odor, or not) can
predict both the level of offline gains as measured at retest and the increase in parietal spindle
frequency before versus during stimulation. This mediation effect implies that, regardless of
the presence of a conditioned stimulus or not, spindle frequency variations over the parietal
region predict the level of gains in performance the next morning. Thus, the present findings
provide the first evidence of a mediator effect of sleep spindles on the relationship between a
TMR protocol and MSL offline gains. Taken together, the combination of the TMR experimen-
tal design used here, the specific increase in spindle characteristics yielded by cuing, and the
mediating effect of spindle frequency on offline gains suggest that NREM2 sleep spindles are
instrumental to sequential motor learning consolidation.
Again, it is difficult to explain why an increase in spindles of higher frequencies is particu-
larly important for consolidating the memory trace associated with a newly acquired sequence
of movements. As such changes were observed over Pz, the latter finding is in accord with the
fact that sleep spindles detected over central and parietal regions are characterized by higher
frequencies (called fast spindles) [67,68], and that these events have often been found to be
associated with motor memory consolidation [15,18,34]. Furthermore, our results are consis-
tent with those of innovative studies using combined functional magnetic resonance imaging
(fMRI)/EEG recordings during sleep by Tyvaert and collaborators [69], who have shown a link
between spindle activity and increased blood-oxygen-level dependent (BOLD) signal in the
putamen, as well as others, who have reported that fast spindles are associated with increased
activity in cortical motor regions and the hippocampus [70,71]—all structures that have been
shown to play a significant role in motor learning.
Conclusion
Although it is important to note that the present TMR study does not prove causality, as we
did not manipulate directly the occurrence of sleep spindles, we believe that our results and the
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experimental design used here offer, to our knowledge, the first evidence toward an instrumen-
tal role of NREM2 sleep in the consolidation of motor sequence memory through the increased
activity of sleep spindles over parietal regions. We show that cuing during NREM2 not only
increases posterior spindle frequency, but also that these changes predict future performance
on a motor sequence task. Based on the present findings, and those of other groups of investi-
gators, we thus propose that NREM, and NREM2 sleep in particular, through the specific neu-
ronal activity of sleep spindles, play a critical role in the consolidation process of a motor
memory trace generated through practice of a new sequence of movements. More specifically,
the increases in spindle amplitude, duration, and especially frequency observed during the
stimulation phase (hence possibly facilitating the reactivation process) lead to a better consoli-
dation process and ultimately to higher sequential motor performance the next day. However,
further combined sleep/imaging studies are needed to investigate the neural correlates of the
spindle-related reactivated memory trace from the enhancement through cuing of a condi-
tioned stimulus.
Method
Participant Recruitment and Selection
Preselection. To be included in the study, eligible participants had to be right-handed,
between 20 and 35 y old, and had to have no previous formal training playing a musical instru-
ment nor any training as a professional typist, in order to control for pre-existing experience in
tasks requiring highly coordinated finger movements. Obese individuals (BMI> 30), those
using nicotine regularly, and users of recreational drugs were excluded. They also had to be free
of any history of neurological, psychological, psychiatric, and sleep disorders. Furthermore,
individuals who worked night shifts, were engaged in trans-meridian trips in the 3 mo prior to
the study, or reported taking three or more servings of caffeinated beverages per day were not
included in the study. All eligible participants had to have a score lower than ten on the Beck
Anxiety Inventory [72] and the short version of the Beck Depression Inventory [73]. The quality
of their sleep was assessed with the Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index questionnaire [74].
Screening session. A total of 135 participants met the initial eligibility criteria prior to
engaging in an overnight PSG screening (the main eligibility criterion prior to enrollment into
the experimental night) in the sleep laboratory according to American Academy of Sleep Medi-
cine guidelines [75]. PSG screening included EEG, electrooculography (EOG), leg and facial
(submental) electromyography (EMG), thoracic and abdominal respiratory effort belts, and
airflow; all of these measures were employed to identify signs of sleep disorders (e.g., insomnia,
apnea, parasomnias, etc.), which were used as exclusion criteria. In addition, the screening
night allowed us to objectively quantify the subjects’ sleep quality and to provide an opportu-
nity for the participants to become acclimatized to the laboratory environment. The latter com-
prised sleep rooms that were built to be as comfortable as possible. Each of them was equipped
with a single bed, comfortable mattress, nightstand, bookcase, lamp, and decorative plants.
Although the rooms were windowless, curtains covering a portion of the wall were installed to
give participants the feeling that the room had windows. The ceiling lights were controlled
with a dimmer, and, importantly, air conditioning was centrally regulated through the hospital
main system. Finally, sheets and beddings were changed every day and for each subject that
participated in the study.
Upon arrival for the screening night, an olfactory threshold test was carried out to assess
each individual’s level of scent detection (Sniffin’sticks, Burghart Medizintechnik, Germany).
For selected participants, this olfactory threshold was used as a covariate measure for subse-
quent behavioral analyses, but did not constitute an exclusion criterion per se. Only
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participants without any signs of disordered sleep and who had a sleep efficiency over 80%
were selected to participate in the study (PSG eligibility criterion) and were then invited to
come back a week later for the experimental night. They were instructed to abstain from alco-
hol for the duration of the experiment. Subjects were asked to keep a strict sleep/wake schedule:
go to bed between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 1:00 am, wake up between 6:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.
m., and abstain from taking naps during the day. To ensure that the participants adhered to
this sleep/wake schedule during the week separating screening and experimentation nights,
they were asked to wear an actigraph on their wrist (Actiwatch 2, Phillips Respironics). Com-
plementary to the actigraph, participants were also asked to complete a sleep diary. Individuals
who did not follow this strict sleep/wake schedule were not enrolled in the study and did not
participate in the experimental night. Out of the 135 eligible individuals, eight were found to
have at least one type of sleep disorder (e.g. bruxism, sleep apnea, periodic limb movement), 20
did not reach the 80% sleep efficiency threshold, six did not follow instructions regarding the
sleep/wake cycles (following inspection of the actigraphy data), and nine voluntarily dropped
out of the study.
Experimental session. Thus, after completing the screening night, a total of 92 participants
were selected and enrolled in the study. Importantly, participants’ assignment into the experi-
mental group took place after all eligibility criteria were applied and participants were screened
out. Of the 92 enrolled participants, 18 were subsequently discarded from the analysis for the fol-
lowing reasons: seven were excluded due to low sleep efficiency (<75%) during the experimental
night, three were due to technical problems (e.g., issue with the response box or the olfactome-
ter), four were because they did not properly follow the instructions during the motor sequence
task, and four were because their performance on the MSL task was considered as outlier. Thus,
76 participants were included in the behavioral analyses of the MSL task. They were distributed
as follows: 25 subjects were included in the Cond-NREM2 group (mean age: 25.42 ± 4.4 y, 11
females), 23 in the Cond-REM group (mean age: 24.77 ± 4.2 y, nine females) and 28 in the
NoCond group (mean age: 24.60 ± 4.9 y, 11 females). Of these, 12 participants were further dis-
carded from the subsequent sleep and spindle analyses due to poorly recorded PSG data. Conse-
quently, 64 participants were included in the sleep EEG analyses and were distributed as follows:
21 subjects were included in the Cond-NREM2 group (mean age: 25.5 ± 4.5 y, eight females), 21
in the Cond-REM group (mean age: 25.13 ± 4.2 y, nine females) and 22 in the NoCond group
(mean age: 24.18 ± 4.4 y, ten females).
Overall Experimental Design and Procedure
A week after the screening session, participants were invited again to the laboratory for the
experimental night. Following proper installation of the EEG electrodes for polysomnographic
recordings and the olfactometer apparatus, participants were randomly assigned to either of
the three experimental groups (see next section and Fig 1B).
Prior to carrying out the MSL task, participants completed the Standford Sleepiness Scale
(SSS) [76] to assess their subjective levels of sleepiness. Around 10:30 pm, they were then
trained on the motor task, during which, depending on their experimental group, they were
exposed or not to a rose-like odor through a nasal cannula. Overnight PSG recording began
immediately following the training period. To increase sleep efficiency, exact timing for initiat-
ing the MSL training and for allowing subjects to sleep was adjusted according to each partici-
pant’s natural sleep onset preference. After 4 h of sleep recording time, participants were re-
exposed to the rose-like odor during the subsequent episodes of the targeted sleep stage for a
maximum of 60 min. To achieve maximum exposure time, several bouts of stimulation were
necessary. Following the olfactory stimulation period, participants were allowed to complete
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their night of sleep until they reached 8 h of recording time. Participants were then retested on
the SSS and MSL task 2 h after waking to reassess their performance after enough time to allow
for sleep inertia to dissipate.
Experimental Groups
Three groups of subjects participated in this study (see Fig 1B). The Cond-NREM2 and Cond-
REM groups received the olfactory stimulus during the training session. This procedure
allowed participants to establish a strong association between learning of the novel motor task
and the rose-like smell. These two groups were then re-exposed for a maximum of 60 min to
the same odor during either NREM2 or REM sleep in the second half of the night in order to
determine the sleep stage during which optimization of the consolidation process takes place.
One additional group, which was not exposed to the odor during the training session (even
though a nasal cannula was in place), but was nevertheless exposed to the olfactory stimulus
during NREM2 sleep, was included to control for the presence of odor during the encoding
stage and the possible nonspecific effects of exposing subjects to an olfactory stimulation dur-
ing NREM2 sleep (NoCond group). None of the subject was aware of his or her experimental
group assignment, nor had any knowledge of these procedural differences.
Motor Sequence Learning: Finger Sequence Task
Motor sequence learning was tested with an adapted version of the sequential finger tapping
task first developed by Karni et al. [77]. Subjects were asked to practice an explicitly known
eight-item sequence of finger movements (2-4-1-3-4-2-3-1, where 1 stands for the index finger
and 4 for the little finger) using a procedure employed previously in the laboratory (e.g., [6]),
except that subjects were asked to complete 24 blocks of practice of the sequence during the ini-
tial training session and eight others during the retest session. In order to verify that partici-
pants had explicitly memorized the motor sequence prior to training, participants were
required to repeat the sequence until they were able to reproduce it three times in a row with-
out error. During training, participants were required to practice the sequence by executing the
finger movements as quickly as possible while making as few errors as possible, without look-
ing at their hand. To do so, participants had to use a response box comprising four buttons,
and press one button at a time with fingers of their left (non-dominant) hand. They had to
practice the sequential movements for as long as a green cross (3 x 3 cm2) was displayed at the
center of a computer screen. Unknown to subjects, the green cross was displayed until 80 finger
movements were recorded (one block; ideally corresponding to the production of ten correct
sequences). No information about the sequence or performance feedback was given to the par-
ticipants during the task. During pre-sleep training, 24 blocks of motor sequence practice were
interspersed with 30 s periods of rest, during which a red cross was displayed at the center of
the screen. The retest session was exactly the same as the training session, but comprised only
eight blocks of motor sequence practice and took place the following morning. The task was
coded using the Cogent2000 toolbox (http://www.vislab.ucl.ac.uk/cogent.php) and imple-
mented using MATLAB (Mathworks Inc., Sherbom, MA).
Performance Assessment and Analyses of the GPI
Behavioral performance at a sequence motor learning task is often reported as speed (e.g., time
between key presses, time for correct sequences, time per block) and/or accuracy (e.g., number
of correct key presses per block, number of correct sequences). Most studies measured offline
consolidation through change in speed, given that accuracy in this type of tasks is typically
high and its fluctuations are minimal [64,78]. However, these small differences in accuracy at
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the individual level might reflect differences in motor strategy. For example, some participants
might prioritize accuracy at the expense of speed while others might prefer to be faster even if
it implies making more mistakes. Furthermore, the instructions provided to participants were
explicitly to perform the sequence as quickly as possible while making as few errors as possible.
Thus, in order to reflect these requirements and to account for individual strategy differences,
we measured the subjects’ performance using a GPI.
Similar to indexes in previous research [79,80], the GPI was built based upon the following
measures of speed and accuracy:
speedblock ¼
tblock
n
accuracyblock ¼
n Pblockcorrect
n
where t corresponds to the time in seconds to complete a block of training and n is the number
of key presses within a block (80 in this experiment). Correct key presses were established
using an algorithm identifying correct triplets ([2,4,1], [4,1,3], [1,3,4], [3,4,2], [4,2,3], [2,3,1],
[3,1,2], [1,2,4]) in the original task’s sequence (2,4,1,3,4,2,3,1). The use of triplets and not pairs
avoided the detection of false positive correct key presses. When a triplet that was not in the list
was found, the last key press of this triplet was marked as incorrect.
In order to account for possible speed–accuracy trade-off, the following GPI was then com-
puted:
GPI ¼ espeed  eaccuracy
where e is the mathematical constant, also known as the Euler’s number, and is defined as the
base of the natural logarithm (~2.71828). The higher the GPI, the better the performance was
(see Fig 2A). The GPI was used here as it takes into account the time taken to commit and
recover from an error, which is typically longer than for correct key presses.
Based on performance of the MSL task during initial training (i.e., prior to group assign-
ment), we identified participants who were outliers, as compared with the average performance
of all participants. To do so, we first used a learning curve approach to describe the perfor-
mance of each participant. Each subject’s GPI in the training session (24 blocks) was then fitted
using this function:
fðyÞ ¼ ððS AÞ  eðRxÞÞ þ A
Performance asymptote (A), starting point (S), slope (R), and adjusted r-squared were
extracted from this fit—one value for each of these measurements per subject. On each of these
measures, outliers were identified using the generalized extreme studentized deviate (ESD)
[81]. The main advantage of the generalized-ESD method over other outlier tests is that it does
not find a definite number of outliers, but only needs an upper bound for the possible number
of outliers to be specified [82]. Since there was no a priori concerning the expected number of
outliers, the upper bound was fixed to the total number of participants tested, excluding those
who did not meet the required criteria (see Participant Recruitment and Selection section;
n = 80). Finally, subjects who had two or more values extracted from the fitting curve that sur-
passed this threshold were considered as outliers and were rejected from further analyses.
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Olfactory Threshold, Stimulus Delivery, and Analyses
To minimize habituation to the odor, several precautions were taken. First, the olfactometer
itself was kept in a separate location from the testing and sleeping rooms. Second, the manipu-
lation of olfactory stimuli was always conducted outside the testing room. Finally, delivery of
the stimulus was carried out using an ON/OFF block design procedure (see Fig 1D). During
the ON blocks, the odor was sent for 1 s every 3 s. For the MSL training session, the ON blocks
consisted of the period during which subjects were practicing the sequence, while the OFF
blocks corresponded to the periods of 30 s of rest in-between. During the targeted stage of
sleep, the odor was delivered on a 30 s ON/30 s OFF block design for a maximum of 60 min.
A solution of phenyl ethyl alcohol (PEA—concentration: 6.31 x 10−3 [% v/v]) and heavy
mineral oil (solvent—USP/FCC) was used as the odorant source. PEA has a pleasant rose-like
smell and is known as a pure odorant, that is, a chemical substance that stimulates the olfactory
nerve exclusively, as opposed to a mixed olfactory/trigeminal odorant that could lead to
unpleasant sensations (e.g. burning, itching, cooling, etc.) [83]. Importantly, several studies
have shown that the presentation of an olfactory stimulus during sleep does not wake up sub-
jects [84,85]. The 125 ml emulsion was stored in an air-tight 750 ml glass container connected
to an olfactory delivery system using Teflon-coated tubes (Tygon SE-200, Saint-Gobain Perfor-
mance Plastics) to deliver the odor to the subject via a Teflon-coated nasal cannula. Teflon
does not easily bond to PEA molecules, thus maintaining a constant concentration of PEA in
the airflow [86].
Although odorant concentrations did not vary between subjects, the length of exposure dur-
ing sleep did vary due to inter-individual differences in sleep architecture. Therefore, analyses
were conducted on both sets of participants (all subjects included in behavioral analyses
[n = 76] and those included in PSG analyses [n = 64]) in order to verify that there was no sig-
nificant difference in amount of stimulation between groups. One-way ANOVAs were per-
formed on wake duration during cuing (within-subjects factor) and groups (between-subjects
factor) to test for any differences between groups. We also investigated, with a similar analysis,
the duration of cuing during REM sleep between groups. Finally, one-way ANOVAs were con-
ducted on total exposure and duration of cuing during NREM2 sleep durations, within and
between groups. Results from post-hoc univariate tests between Cond-NREM2 and NoCond
groups were reported to verify that there was no difference.
The PEA concentration in the odorant solution was exactly the same for each participant.
However, there were inter-individual differences in terms of their olfactory threshold. Each
participant’s threshold was identified with the Sniffin’sticks test (Burghart Medizintechnik,
Germany). A one-way ANOVA was thus performed to determine if there was a difference
between groups (between-subjects factor) in olfactory threshold (within-subjects factor) as
measured by this test.
Analyses of Motor Sequence Learning and Consolidation
Learning during the evening training session was investigated using a mixed design ANOVA
for repeated measures with blocks (n = 24) as the within-subjects factor and groups as the
between-subjects factor. This analysis permitted us to ensure that all participants showed a
learning effect during the evening session (main effect of block). It also assessed for differences
in learning rate between groups (block x group interaction) and differences between groups in
terms of overall MSL skill throughout the session (main effect of group).
In order to investigate the level of performance at the end of the training session (later used
in the calculation for the level of consolidation), a mixed repeated-measures ANOVA was con-
ducted, with the mean GPIs from the last four blocks of the evening MSL task as the repeated
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within-subjects factor and groups as the between-subjects factor. This analysis allowed us to
determine whether all participants reached an asymptotic performance (main effect of block).
It also provided information about the learning rate (block x group interaction) and level of
performance (main effect of group) between groups.
The level of consolidation was assessed through a repeated-measures ANOVA conducted
with the two sessions (training and retest) and eight blocks (i.e., the last four blocks of training
and the first four blocks of the retest session) as repeated within-subjects factors and groups as
the between-subjects factor. Four blocks used to calculate gains in performance were selected
because it has been shown in several studies that there is a warm-up effect occurring during the
first block of retest [87,88]. The physiological basis of the so-called warm-up effect are not well
understood yet, but it is recognized that it tends to drastically inflate inter-key-press time dur-
ing the first retest block. Thus, averaging four blocks reduced the inter-subject variance in per-
formance and allowed for the inclusion of the first retest block. As it is highly possible that the
duration of exposure to the olfactory stimulus and the olfaction threshold of each participant
would have played an important role in the experimental manipulation occurring overnight,
the latter analysis was carried out controlling for the subjects’ olfactory threshold (as measured
with the Sniffin’sticks test) and the duration of exposure to the odor during sleep. Finally, as a
post-hoc analysis, we conducted a one-way ANOVA on the difference in GPI between the
morning and evening sessions between the three groups and carried out planned contrast anal-
yses assessing the specific differences between groups.
Finally, the same behavioral analyses were also performed with participants who were only
included in the EEG and spindle analyses in order to ensure that the results from the entire
groups of participants did not differ from the sub-set who had good EEG data.
PSG Recording
PSG recordings were acquired using a 16-channel, V-Amp 16 system (Brainamp, Brain Prod-
ucts GmbH, Gilching, Germany) from ten scalp derivations (F3, Fz, F4, C3, Cz, C4, P3, Pz, P4,
Oz) referenced to linked mastoids (A1, A2). PSG signals were recorded continuously (at<5K
Ohm) during the whole night using Recorder software (Brain Products) and were visually
inspected online for quality. Signals were digitalized at 250 samples per second (high pass fil-
ter = 0.3 Hz, low pass filter = 70 Hz). PSG measurements included EEG, electro-oculogram
(EOG), and bipolar submental electromyogram (EMG) electrodes, as well as a nasal airflow
thermistor (Braebon, Ottawa, Canada) to monitor respiratory effort.
For all PSG recordings, including online scoring and stimulation periods, sleep stages were
visually identified in 30 s epochs displaying EEG (high pass filter = 0.3 Hz, low pass filter = 35
Hz) from central and occipital derivations (C3, C4, and Oz) referenced to average mastoids
(A1 and A2), EOG (high pass filter = 0.3 Hz, low pass filter = 35 Hz) from the lateral outer can-
thus of each eye, and bipolar submental EMG (high pass filter of 10 Hz). Periods of cortical
arousal or movement during sleep were identified using an automated detector when move-
ment continuously exceeded 100 μV for more than 100 ms.
EEG Preprocessing
Sleep architecture. PSG recordings were sleep stage scored according to standard criteria
[89] using 30 second epochs. Analysis of the sleep architecture was conducted on distinct parts
of the night, depending on the timing of the stimulus administration and according to the
experimental protocol (see Fig 1C). More specifically, the sleep period occurring before onset
of the olfactory stimulation was defined as the pre-stimulation phase, while sleep following the
beginning of the stimulation phase was defined as the from-stimulation phase. Finally, the
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period of sleep defined as during-stimulation comprised only the periods of stimulation in the
targeted sleep stage (e.g., NREM2 or REM).
Sleep spindle detection and channel localization. Sleep spindles were automatically
detected from Fz, Cz, and Pz in non-REM sleep using Brain Products (Brain Products GmbH,
Gilching, Germany) Analyzer software (Version 2.1) with a method described by Ray et al.
[41]. The automated spindle detection technique used a complex demodulation transformation
[90] to extract the power of each data point between 11 Hz and 17 Hz and is similar to the root
mean square method employed to transform raw EEG signal [91]. Peak amplitude (max peak-
to-peak value, in μV), duration (offset–onset, in seconds), and peak frequency (max peak-to-
peak distance, in Hz) were calculated from the original EEG signal filtered from 11 Hz to 16
Hz. Peak frequency and amplitude were extracted, for each individual sleep spindle, using fast
Fourier transforms, as indicated by the power spectrogram. This represents the frequency and
amplitude that had the greatest power for each spindle. Spindle density was also calculated
based upon the number of spindles per minute. Measures of peak amplitude, duration, and
peak frequency for each spindle were extracted from all three sites (Fz, Cz, Pz) for analyses.
Given that the same spindle could be detected more or less simultaneously on multiple elec-
trodes as a result of co-detection [92] or propagation [54,67,93], and in line with published and
recommended methods [54,94], we sought to separate them by their principal recording sites
(i.e., Fz, Cz, or Pz) as a data preprocessing stage. To do so, we used the onset of each spindle as a
marker to determine their primary localisation. For each detected spindle, time-lapse windows
were created on the two other derivations before and after a spindle onset (200 ms for adjacent
sites, e.g., Pz and Cz; 400 ms for nonadjacent sites, Fz and Pz). Spindles were systematically cate-
gorized into two groups. First, as pure spindles—that is, when an event (a spindle) occurred in
only one derivation within the given time window. Second, multi-site spindles were events with
occurrence on at least one other electrode within the time frame. Taken together, these spindles
were considered as a single event detectable from other recording sites and formed multi-site
groups of spindles. Spindles from the latter class were again divided into two subcategories:
source or rejected. Source spindle were defined by their onset as the first ones to occur in a multi-
site group and were categorized by recording sites. Finally, the rejected spindles were multi-site
spindles that occurred on other derivations after the source spindle and weren’t included in the
analyses. Importantly, although some recorded events were rejected, no spindle was totally dis-
carded per se, as source spindles were kept for analyses. The identification and classification of
spindles was carried out using software coded in MATLAB (Mathworks Inc., Sherbom, MA).
Several studies have previously utilized a fast/slow spindle classification in order to investi-
gate the function of spindles. Among others, techniques using individual threshold [95] have
been described. In contrast to the latter approach, the present technique is based solely on the
spindle’s derivation. This method was used, in part, because it reduces the risk of losing infor-
mation from slower spindles occurring in parietal regions and faster spindles in frontal regions.
To observe changes produced based upon the categorization on sleep spindle distributions, we
reported the percentage of rejected spindles originally detected on Fz, Cz, and Pz sites, and
then analyzed with paired-sample t tests the spindle frequency median changes of the distribu-
tion caused by the filtering on Fz, Cz, and Pz. Furthermore, we investigated the categorization
algorithm effect on Pz spindle frequency, by comparing the median and mean, in pre-matched
and during-stimulation sleep periods (see S1 Text).
EEG Analyses
Sleep spindle analyses and stimulation period. Statistical comparisons of spindles were
carried out on Fz, Cz, and Pz derivations. For each derivation, peak amplitude, duration, peak
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frequency, and density of sleep spindles were analysed. Given that stimulation during sleep was
carried out toward the end of the night and that most participants had little or no SWS at the
beginning of the re-exposure period, spindle analyses were conducted using NREM2 sleep only.
Furthermore, in order to be able to compare between periods with and without stimulation,
a period of sleep of the same length as during-stimulation was selected from the pre-stimula-
tion period for each subject. Starting from the last epoch of NREM2 and going backward in the
recording of the pre-stimulation period, the same number of epochs as in the during-stimula-
tion period was selected for each subject. This period was defined as pre-matched. It served as
a baseline and permitted us to compare the events during the stimulation closest to the previ-
ous periods of NREM2 sleep (Fig 1C).
Given that one of our main hypotheses was that cuing during NREM2 sleep would induce
changes in sleep spindles, we used one-way ANOVAs to assess the differences in spindle char-
acteristics (within-subjects factor) between groups (between-subjects factor), first in the pre-
matched period to ensure that all groups were similar before cuing, and second in the during-
stimulation sleep periods. We also investigated the effect of cuing by measuring and analyzing
difference (Δ) in spindle characteristics between two sleep periods: pre-matched (baseline) ver-
sus during-stimulation (cuing). This differential score was calculated by measuring the percent
change for each spindle characteristic between the two periods of interest. One-way ANOVA
analyses were used to investigate the pre-matched versus during-stimulation differences
(within-subjects factor) between the Cond-NREM2 and NoCond groups (between-subjects
factor). We also assessed the nature of changes in spindle frequency probed by the stimulation
by analyzing changes in specific bins of 0.5 Hz (11–17 Hz) between the pre-matched and dur-
ing-stimulation periods for both the Cond-NREM2 and NoCond groups with Chi2 analyses
(Bonferroni-corrected for the number of bins). This analysis provided information about the
specific ranges of frequency that were modified by the manipulation.
In order to provide a better and unbiased estimation of the group differences regarding vari-
ous spindle characteristics (frequency, amplitude, duration, density), we performed a bootstrap
analysis [96]. Specifically, for each spindle characteristic (e.g., frequency) and for each group,
we generated 5,000 data samples (sampling with replacement), equal in size with the original
sample in both groups (n = 21 for Cond-NREM2 and n = 22 for NoCond; see S1 Text for more
details about this procedure). To control for multiple independent comparisons, a Bonferroni
correction for 12 comparisons (p< 0.004) was applied on the bootstrap results (3 electrodes x
4 spindle characteristics).
Mediation analyses. Finally, we conducted mediation analyses, using change between
sleep periods in spindle characteristics as a mediator, experimental conditions as an indepen-
dent variable, and gains in performance as the outcome measure, using PROCESS, an SPSS
add-on module [97]. We used a single mediator model, and the mediation effect was tested
using a bias corrected and accelerated bootstrap procedure (1,000 samples—[BCa]) [98].
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Supporting Information
S1 Fig. Duration of exposure to the olfactory stimulus during sleep stages. The great major-
ity of the olfactory stimulation occurred during the targeted stage in each group (Cond-
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NREM2 and NoCond: NREM2 sleep; Cond-REM: REM). No differences were found when
assessing the total exposure time or targeted durations between the three groups. Also, no dif-
ference was found when looking at the duration of exposure during NREM2 sleep between the
Cond-NREM2 and No-Cond groups. Data deposited in the Dryad repository: http://dx.doi.
org/10.5061/dryad.b4t60 [40].
(TIF)
S2 Fig. MSL task: speed and accuracy. (A) MSL inter-key presses speed at training and
retest. Speed was computed using the average inter-key presses time per block for each subject.
Each curve represents the mean for a group, and each point consists of a single block of train-
ing or retest. Standard error values are represented by error bars. Repeated measures ANOVA
on inter-key press time of the last four blocks of training and four first blocks of retest revealed
a main effect of session (F1, 71 = 12.126, p = .001) and a session x group interaction (F2,
71 = 5.367, p = .007), demonstrating that, while all participants showed gains in performance
between the two sessions, there was a significant group difference in the level of motor skill
consolidation. Planned contrasts analyses revealed that the Cond-NREM2 group exhibited sig-
nificantly higher gains in performance than the NoCond (p = .002) group and was close to sig-
nificance compared to the Cond-REM group (p = .06). The results of the Cond-REM and
NoCond groups did not differ significantly (p = .21). (B) MSL number of errors per block.
Each point represents the average number of key press errors made during a block of practice.
As for speed, each point is a block of MSL training or retest, groups are identified by different
shapes and colors, and error bars consist of standard error values.
(TIF)
S3 Fig. Sorted bootstrap random sampling changes in sleep spindle amplitude at Pz. 5,000
random change in amplitude samples from Cond-NREM2 and NoCond groups were extracted
and sorted in ascending and descending order, respectively. This procedure allowed us to com-
pare the highest value from the NoCond group with the smallest value of the Cond-NREM2.
The sorted value lines crossed each other at index #6 (NoCond>Cond-NREM2 in six; Cond-
NREM2>NoCond in 4,994 cases out of 5,000; see inlet). This analysis yielded a significant dif-
ference between Cond-NREM2 and NoCond groups (p = .0012). Data deposited in the Dryad
repository: http://dx.doi.org/10.5061/dryad.b4t60 [40].
(TIF)
S4 Fig. Sorted bootstrap random sampling changes in sleep spindle frequency at Pz. 5,000
random change in frequency samples from Cond-NREM2 and NoCond groups were extracted
and sorted in ascending and descending order, respectively. As with amplitude, this procedure
allowed us to compare the highest value from the NoCond group with the smallest value of the
Cond-NREM2 group. The sorted value lines crossed each other at index #13 (NoCond>Cond-
NREM2 in 13; Cond-NREM2>NoCond in 4,987 cases out of 5,000; see inlet). This analysis
yielded a significant difference between Cond-NREM2 and NoCond groups (p = .0026).
doi:10.5061/dryad.b4t60.
(TIF)
S1 Table. Olfactory stimulation during sleep. Duration is shown in minutes (S.E.: standard
error). Analyses were carried out separately using data from all participants included in the
behavioral analyses or from the sub-set of subjects included in the PSG analyses. The two sets
of data yielded a similar pattern of results. One-way ANOVAs were performed to assess
whether there were any group differences in wake, sleep stages, or total duration of stimulation.
Importantly, the results did not reveal any difference in length of either wake or total exposure
time between groups, but yielded the expected differences in exposure time between groups
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during the two targeted sleep stages (i.e., NREM2 and REM). Furthermore, post-hoc univariate
tests on the duration of cuing during NREM2 sleep and total exposure duration between the
Cond-NREM2 and NoCond groups did not reveal significant differences, showing that both
groups had received a similar amount of odor during the stimulation period.
(DOCX)
S2 Table. Sleep architecture. All sleep measurements are presented in minutes, except for
sleep efficiency, which corresponds to a percentage calculated from the ratio of TST on TRT.
Standard errors are reported (S.E.). One-way ANOVAS were conducted for each sleep charac-
teristic to determine whether there were any significant differences in sleep architecture
between groups before, as well as from the onset of, the cuing period. As expected, there were
no significant group differences in any of the sleep phases and characteristics.
(DOCX)
S3 Table. Spindles characteristics for each sleep period during NREM2 at Pz. Amplitude is
reported in μV, frequency is in Hz, spindle density is in number of spindles per minute of
sleep, and duration is in seconds. Standard errors are reported (S.E.). Independent-sample t
tests were conducted on the mean of each spindle characteristic to test differences between
groups. t tests were also performed on Cond-NREM2 and NoCond groups for the sleep periods
before and from the onset of exposure to the odor cue. It is important to note that no signifi-
cant differences were found between groups in sleep spindles for any of the sleep periods.
(DOCX)
S1 Text. Additional supporting materials, methods, and results sections.
(DOCX)
Acknowledgments
We would like to thank Arnaud Boré for his help in data processing; Fanny Lécuyer-Giguère
and Amélia Gontéro for their indispensable assistance in collecting the data; Laura Ray
(RPSGT, www.sleep-well.ca) for sleep scoring PSG recordings; André Cyr for his contribution
in engineering our olfactometer; Dr. Johannes Frasnelli for his expertise in olfaction-related
matters; and Dr. Alexandra Furtos for her help in calibrating the olfactometer.
Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: JD SL. Performed the experiments: SL PSD CV CS.
Analyzed the data: SL OL. Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: JD HB JC SF. Wrote
the paper: SL SF OL GA PSD CV CS JC HB JD.
References
1. Robertson EM, Pascual-Leone A, Miall RC. Current concepts in procedural consolidation. Nat Rev
Neurosci. 2004; 5(7):576–82. PMID: 15208699
2. Maquet P. The role of sleep in learning and memory. Science. 2001; 294(5544):1048–52. PMID:
11691982
3. Stickgold R, Walker MP. Sleep-dependent memory triage: evolving generalization through selective
processing. Nat Neurosci. Nature Publishing Group. 2013 Feb; 16(2):139–45.
4. Doyon J, Bellec P, Amsel R, Penhune V, Monchi O, Carrier J, et al. Contributions of the basal ganglia
and functionally related brain structures to motor learning. Behav Brain Res. 2009 Apr 12; 199(1):61–
75. doi: 10.1016/j.bbr.2008.11.012 PMID: 19061920
5. Doyon J. Motor sequence learning and movement disorders. Curr Opin Neurol. 2008 Aug; 21(4):478–
83. doi: 10.1097/WCO.0b013e328304b6a3 PMID: 18607210
Sleep and the Consolidation of Motor Sequence Memories
PLOS Biology | DOI:10.1371/journal.pbio.1002429 March 31, 2016 23 / 27
6. Doyon J, Korman M, Morin A, Dostie V, Hadj Tahar A, Benali H, et al. Contribution of night and day
sleep vs. simple passage of time to the consolidation of motor sequence and visuomotor adaptation
learning. Exp Brain Res. 2009 May; 195(1):15–26. doi: 10.1007/s00221-009-1748-y PMID: 19277618
7. Korman M, Doyon J, Doljansky J, Carrier J, Dagan Y, Karni A. Daytime sleep condenses the time
course of motor memory consolidation. Nat Neurosci. Nature Publishing Group. 2007 Sep; 10(9):1206–
13.
8. Walker MP. A refined model of sleep and the time course of memory formation. Behav Brain Sci. 2005
Feb; 28(1):51–104. PMID: 16047457
9. Cajochen C, Knoblauch V, Wirz-Justice A, Kräuchi K, Graw P, Wallach D. Circadian modulation of
sequence learning under high and low sleep pressure conditions. Behav Brain Res. 2004 May 5; 151
(1–2):167–76. PMID: 15084432
10. Robertson EM, Pascual-Leone A, Press DZ. Awareness modifies the skill-learning benefits of sleep.
Curr Biol. 2004 Feb 3; 14(3):208–12. PMID: 14761652
11. Fischer S, Hallschmid M, Elsner AL, Born J. Sleep forms memory for finger skills. Proc Natl Acad Sci U
S A. 2002 Sep 3; 99(18):11987–91. PMID: 12193650
12. Doyon J, Orban P, Barakat M, Debas K, Lungu O, Albouy G, et al. Functional brain plasticity associated
with motor learning. Med Sci MS. 2011; 27(4):413–20.
13. Walker MP, Brakefield T, Morgan A, Hobson JA, Stickgold R. Practice with Sleep Makes Perfect:
Sleep-Dependant Motor Skill Learning. Neuron. 2002; 35(1):205–11. PMID: 12123620
14. Genzel L, Kroes MCW, Dresler M, Battaglia FP. Light sleep versus slow wave sleep in memory consoli-
dation: a question of global versus local processes? Trends Neurosci. 2014 Jan; 37(1):10–9. doi: 10.
1016/j.tins.2013.10.002 PMID: 24210928
15. Rasch B, Pommer J, Diekelmann S, Born J. Pharmacological REM sleep suppression paradoxically
improves rather than impairs skill memory. Nat Neurosci. Nature Publishing Group; 2009 Apr; 12
(4):396–7.
16. Fogel S, Smith CT. The function of the sleep spindle: a physiological index of intelligence and a mecha-
nism for sleep-dependent memory consolidation. Neurosci Biobehav Rev. Elsevier Ltd; 2011 Apr; 35
(5):1154–65.
17. Barakat M, Carrier J, Debas K, Lungu O, Fogel S, Vandewalle G, et al. Sleep spindles predict neural
and behavioral changes in motor sequence consolidation. Hum Brain Mapp. 2013 Jun 5; 34(May
2011):2918–28.
18. Barakat M, Doyon J, Debas K, Vandewalle G, Morin A, Poirier G, et al. Fast and slow spindle involve-
ment in the consolidation of a newmotor sequence. Behav Brain Res. Elsevier B.V.; 2011 Feb 2; 217
(1):117–21.
19. Morin A, Doyon J, Dostie V, Barakat M, Hadj Tahar A, Korman M, et al. Motor sequence learning
increases sleep spindles and fast frequencies in post-training sleep. Sleep. 2008 Aug; 31(8):1149–56.
PMID: 18714787
20. Nishida M, Walker MP. Daytime naps, motor memory consolidation and regionally specific sleep spin-
dles. PLoS ONE. Public Library of Science; 2007 Jan 4; 2(4):e341.
21. Yang G, Lai CSW, Cichon J, Ma L, Li W, GanW-B. Sleep promotes branch-specific formation of den-
dritic spines after learning. Science. 2014; 344:1173–8. doi: 10.1126/science.1249098 PMID:
24904169
22. Ramanathan DS, Gulati T, Ganguly K. Sleep-Dependent Reactivation of Ensembles in Motor Cortex
Promotes Skill Consolidation. PLoS Biol. Public Library of Science; 2015 Sep 18; 13(9):e1002263.
23. Ackermann S, Rasch B. Differential effects of non-REM and REM sleep on memory consolidation?
Curr Neurol Neurosci Rep. 2014; 14.
24. Marshall L, Helgadóttir H, Mölle M, Born J. Boosting slow oscillations during sleep potentiates memory.
Nature. 2006 Nov 30; 444(7119):610–3. PMID: 17086200
25. Diekelmann S. Sleep for cognitive enhancement. Front Syst Neurosci. 2014 Jan; 8(April):46.
26. Rasch B, Born J. About sleep’s role in memory. Physiol Rev. 2013 Apr 1; 93(2):681–766. doi: 10.1152/
physrev.00032.2012 PMID: 23589831
27. Oudiette D, Paller KA. Upgrading the sleeping brain with targeted memory reactivation. Trends Cogn
Sci. 2013 Mar; 17(3):142–9. doi: 10.1016/j.tics.2013.01.006 PMID: 23433937
28. Rudoy JD, Voss JL, Westerberg CE, Paller K a. Strengthening individual memories by reactivating
them during sleep. Science. 2009 Nov 20; 326(November):1079.
29. Rasch B, Büchel C, Gais S, Born J. Odor cues during slow-wave sleep prompt declarative memory con-
solidation. Science. 2007 Mar 9; 315(5817):1426–9. PMID: 17347444
Sleep and the Consolidation of Motor Sequence Memories
PLOS Biology | DOI:10.1371/journal.pbio.1002429 March 31, 2016 24 / 27
30. Rihm JS, Diekelmann S, Born J, Rasch B. Reactivating memories during sleep by odors: odor specific-
ity and associated changes in sleep oscillations. J Cogn Neurosci. 2014 Aug 26; 26(8):1806–18. doi:
10.1162/jocn_a_00579 PMID: 24456392
31. Guerrien A, Dujardin K, Mandal O, Sockeel P, Leconte P. Enhancement of memory by auditory stimula-
tion during postlearning REM sleep in humans. Physiol Behav. 1989 May; 45(5):947–50. PMID:
2780879
32. Smith CT, Weeden K. Post training REMs coincident auditory stimulation enhances memory in
humans. Psychiatr J Univ Ottawa. 1990 Jun; 15(2):85–90.
33. Schönauer M, Geisler T, Gais S. Strengthening procedural memories by reactivation in sleep. J Cogn
Neurosci. 2014 Jan; 26(1):143–53. doi: 10.1162/jocn_a_00471 PMID: 23984946
34. Cousins JN, El-DeredyW, Parkes LM, Hennies N, Lewis PA. Cued Memory Reactivation during Slow-
Wave Sleep Promotes Explicit Knowledge of a Motor Sequence. J Neurosci. 2014 Nov 26; 34
(48):15870–6. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1011-14.2014 PMID: 25429129
35. Antony JW, Gobel EW, O’Hare JK, Reber PJ, Paller K a. Cued memory reactivation during sleep influ-
ences skill learning. Nat Neurosci. 2012/07/04 ed. Nature Publishing Group; 2012 Aug; 15(8):1114–6.
36. Arzi A, Shedlesky L, Ben-Shaul M, Nasser K, Oksenberg A, Hairston IS, et al. Humans can learn new
information during sleep. Nat Neurosci. Nature Publishing Group; 2012 Oct; 15(10):1460–5.
37. Guazzelli M, Feinberg I, Aminoff M, Fein G, Floyd TC, Maggini C. Sleep spindles in normal elderly: com-
parison with young adult patterns and relation to nocturnal awakening, cognitive function and brain atro-
phy. Electroencephalogr Clin Neurophysiol. 1986 Jun; 63(6):526–39. PMID: 2422002
38. Himanen S-L, Virkkala J, Huhtala H, Hasan J. Spindle frequencies in sleep EEG show U-shape within
first four NREM sleep episodes. J Sleep Res. 2002 Mar; 11(1):35–42. PMID: 11869425
39. De Gennaro L, Ferrara M, Bertini M. Effect of slow-wave sleep deprivation on topographical distribution
of spindles. Behav Brain Res. 2000 Nov 15; 116(1):55–9. PMID: 11090885
40. Laventure S. Data from: NREM2 and Sleep Spindles are Instrumental to the Consolidation of Motor
Sequence Memories [Internet]. 2016. 10.5061/dryad.b4t60
41. Ray L, Sockeel S, Bore A, Carrier J, Doyon J, Fogel S. A novel sleep spindle detection method to
account for intra- and inter-individual differences in spindle characteristics [Abstract]. J Sleep Res.
2014; 23(S1):106.
42. Pan SC, Rickard TC. Sleep and Motor Learning: Is There Room for Consolidation? Psychol Bull. 2015
Mar 30;
43. Plihal W, Born J. Effects of early and late nocturnal sleep on declarative and procedural memory. J
Cogn Neurosci. 1997 Jul; 9(4):534–47. doi: 10.1162/jocn.1997.9.4.534 PMID: 23968216
44. Smith CT. Sleep states and memory processes in humans: procedural versus declarative memory sys-
tems. Sleep Med Rev. 2001 Dec; 5(6):491–506. PMID: 12531156
45. Fogel S, Smith CT. Learning-dependent changes in sleep spindles and Stage 2 sleep. J Sleep Res.
2006 Sep; 15(April 2005):250–5.
46. Fogel S, Smith CT, Cote KA. Dissociable learning-dependent changes in REM and non-REM sleep in
declarative and procedural memory systems. Behav Brain Res. 2007 Jun 4; 180(1):48–61. PMID:
17400305
47. Genzel L, Dresler M, Wehrle R, Grözinger M, Steiger A. Slow wave sleep and REM sleep awakenings
do not affect sleep dependent memory consolidation. Sleep. 2009 Mar; 32(3):302–10. PMID:
19294950
48. Genzel L, Kiefer T, Renner L, Wehrle R, Kluge M, Grözinger M, et al. Sex and modulatory menstrual
cycle effects on sleep related memory consolidation. Psychoneuroendocrinology. 2012 Jul; 37(7):987–
98. doi: 10.1016/j.psyneuen.2011.11.006 PMID: 22153362
49. Debas K, Carrier J, Barakat M, Marrelec G, Bellec P, Hadj Tahar A, et al. Off-line consolidation of motor
sequence learning results in greater integration within a cortico-striatal functional network. Neuroimage.
2014 Oct 1; 99:50–8. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.2014.05.022 PMID: 24844748
50. Lansink CS, Goltstein PM, Lankelma J V, McNaughton BL, Pennartz CMA. Hippocampus leads ventral
striatum in replay of place-reward information. Stevens CF, editor. PLoS Biol. 2009 Aug; 7(8):
e1000173. doi: 10.1371/journal.pbio.1000173 PMID: 19688032
51. Schabus M, Hoedlmoser K, Pecherstorfer T, Anderer P, Gruber G, Parapatics S, et al. Interindividual
sleep spindle differences and their relation to learning-related enhancements. Brain Res. 2008 Jan 29;
1191:127–35. doi: 10.1016/j.brainres.2007.10.106 PMID: 18164280
52. SchabusM, Hödlmoser K, Gruber G, Sauter C, Anderer P, Klösch G, et al. Sleep spindle-related activity
in the human EEG and its relation to general cognitive and learning abilities. Eur J Neurosci. 2006 Apr;
23(7):1738–46. PMID: 16623830
Sleep and the Consolidation of Motor Sequence Memories
PLOS Biology | DOI:10.1371/journal.pbio.1002429 March 31, 2016 25 / 27
53. Schabus M, Gruber G, Parapatics S, Sauter C, Klösch G, Anderer P, et al. Sleep spindles and their sig-
nificance for declarative memory consolidation. Sleep. 2004 Dec 15; 27(8):1479–85. PMID: 15683137
54. O’Reilly C, Nielsen T. Assessing EEG sleep spindle propagation. Part 2: Experimental characterization.
J Neurosci Methods. Elsevier B.V.; 2014; 221:215–27.
55. Contreras D, Destexhe A, Steriade M. Intracellular and computational characterization of the intracorti-
cal inhibitory control of synchronized thalamic inputs in vivo. J Neurophysiol. 1997; 78(1):335–50.
PMID: 9242284
56. Rosanova M, Ulrich D. Pattern-specific associative long-term potentiation induced by a sleep spindle-
related spike train. J Neurosci. 2005 Oct 12; 25(41):9398–405. PMID: 16221848
57. Sejnowski TJ, Destexhe A. Why do we sleep? Brain Res. 2000 Dec; 886(1–2):208–23. PMID:
11119697
58. Astori S, Wimmer RD, Lüthi A. Manipulating sleep spindles—expanding views on sleep, memory, and
disease. Trends Neurosci. 2013; 36(12):738–48. doi: 10.1016/j.tins.2013.10.001 PMID: 24210901
59. Werth E, Achermann P, Dijk D-J, Borbély AA. Spindle frequency activity in the sleep EEG: individual dif-
ferences and topographical distribution. Electroencephalogr Clin Neurophysiol. 1997 Nov; 103(5):535–
42. PMID: 9402884
60. Albouy G, King BR, Maquet P, Doyon J. Hippocampus and striatum: dynamics and interaction during
acquisition and sleep-related motor sequence memory consolidation. Hippocampus. 2013 Nov; 23
(11):985–1004. doi: 10.1002/hipo.22183 PMID: 23929594
61. Genzel L, Dresler M, Cornu M, Jäger E, Konrad B, Adamczyk M, et al. Medial prefrontal-hippocampal
connectivity and motor memory consolidation in depression and schizophrenia. Biol Psychiatry. 2015
Jan 15; 77(2):177–86. doi: 10.1016/j.biopsych.2014.06.004 PMID: 25037555
62. Dayan E, Cohen LG. Neuroplasticity subserving motor skill learning. Neuron. 2011 Nov 3; 72(3):443–
54. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2011.10.008 PMID: 22078504
63. Hikosaka O, Nakamura K, Sakai K, Nakahara H. Central mechanisms of motor skill learning. Curr Opin
Neurobiol. 2002 Apr; 12(2):217–22. PMID: 12015240
64. Albouy G, Fogel S, King BR, Laventure S, Benali H, Karni A, et al. Maintaining vs. Enhancing Motor
Sequence Memories: Respective Roles of Striatal and Hippocampal Systems. Neuroimage. 2015 Dec
23; 108:423–34. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.2014.12.049 PMID: 25542533
65. Albouy G, Fogel S, Pottiez H, Nguyen VA, Ray L, Lungu O, et al. Daytime sleep enhances consolidation
of the spatial but not motoric representation of motor sequence memory. PLoS ONE. 2013/01/10 ed.
2013 Jan; 8(1):e52805. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0052805 PMID: 23300993
66. Cox R, HofmanWF, de Boer M, Talamini LM. Local sleep spindle modulations in relation to specific
memory cues. Neuroimage. Elsevier Inc.; 2014 Oct 1; 99:103–10.
67. Andrillon T, Nir Y, Staba RJ, Ferrarelli F, Cirelli C, Tononi G, et al. Sleep spindles in humans: insights
from intracranial EEG and unit recordings. J Neurosci. 2011 Dec 7; 31(49):17821–34. doi: 10.1523/
JNEUROSCI.2604-11.2011 PMID: 22159098
68. Anderer P, Klösch G, Gruber G, Trenker E, Pascual-Marqui R, Zeitlhofer J, et al. Low-resolution brain
electromagnetic tomography revealed simultaneously active frontal and parietal sleep spindle sources
in the human cortex. Neuroscience. 2001 Mar; 103(3):581–92. PMID: 11274780
69. Tyvaert L, Levan P, Grova C, Dubeau F, Gotman J. Effects of fluctuating physiological rhythms during
prolonged EEG-fMRI studies. Clin Neurophysiol. 2008 Dec; 119(12):2762–74. doi: 10.1016/j.clinph.
2008.07.284 PMID: 18977169
70. Schabus M, Dang-Vu TT, Albouy G, Balteau E, Boly M, Carrier J, et al. Hemodynamic cerebral corre-
lates of sleep spindles during human non-rapid eye movement sleep. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2007
Aug 7; 104(32):13164–9. PMID: 17670944
71. Andrade KC, Spoormaker VI, Dresler M, Wehrle R, Holsboer F, Sämann PG, et al. Sleep spindles and
hippocampal functional connectivity in human NREM sleep. J Neurosci. 2011 Jul 13; 31(28):10331–9.
doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5660-10.2011 PMID: 21753010
72. Beck AT, Epstein N, Brown G, Steer RA. An inventory for measuring clinical anxiety: psychometric
properties. J Consult Clin Psychol. 1988 Dec; 56(6):893–7. PMID: 3204199
73. Beck AT, Rial WY, Rickels K. Short form of depression inventory: cross-validation. Psychol Rep. 1974
Jun; 34(3):1184–6. PMID: 4424377
74. Buysse DJ, Reynolds CF, Monk TH, Berman SR, Kupfer DJ. The Pittsburgh sleep quality index: A new
instrument for psychiatric practice and research. Psychiatry Res. 1989 May; 28(2):193–213. PMID:
2748771
Sleep and the Consolidation of Motor Sequence Memories
PLOS Biology | DOI:10.1371/journal.pbio.1002429 March 31, 2016 26 / 27
75. Iber C, Ancoli-Israel S, Chesson AL Jr., Quan SF. The AASMmanual for the scoring of sleep and asso-
ciated events: Rules, terminology and technical specifications. Westchester, IL: American Academy of
Sleep Medicine; 2007. 59 p.
76. Maclean AW, Fekken GC, Saskin P, Knowles JB. Psychometric evaluation of the Stanford Sleepiness
Scale. J Sleep Res. 1992 Mar; 1(1):35–9. PMID: 10607023
77. Karni A, Meyer G, Jezzard P, AdamsMM, Turner R, Ungerleider LG. Functional MRI evidence for adult
motor cortex plasticity during motor skill learning. Nature. 1995 Sep 14; 377(6545):155–8. PMID:
7675082
78. Debas K, Carrier J, Orban P, Barakat M, Lungu O, Vandewalle G, et al. Brain plasticity related to the
consolidation of motor sequence learning and motor adaptation. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2010 Oct
12; 107(41):17839–44. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1013176107 PMID: 20876115
79. Reis J, Schambra HM, Cohen LG, Buch ER, Fritsch B, Zarahn E, et al. Noninvasive cortical stimulation
enhances motor skill acquisition over multiple days through an effect on consolidation. Proc Natl Acad
Sci U S A. 2009 Feb 3; 106(5):1590–5. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0805413106 PMID: 19164589
80. Dan X, King BR, Doyon J, Chan P. Motor Sequence Learning and Consolidation in Unilateral De Novo
Patients with Parkinson’s Disease. PLoS ONE. 2015 Jan; 10(7):e0134291. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.
0134291 PMID: 26222151
81. Rosner B. Percentage Points for a Generalized ESDMany-Outlier Procedure. Technometrics. Taylor &
Francis; 1983 May; 25(2):165–72.
82. NIST/SEMATECH e-Handbook of Statistical Methods [Internet]. 2012 [cited 2014 Jan 1]. http://www.itl.
nist.gov/div898/handbook/
83. Laska M, Distel H, Hudson R. Trigeminal perception of odorant quality in congenitally anosmic subjects.
Chem Senses. 1997 Aug 1; 22(4):447–56. PMID: 9279467
84. Badia P, Wesensten N, LammersW, Culpepper J, Harsh J. Responsiveness to olfactory stimuli pre-
sented in sleep. Physiol Behav. 1990; 48(1):87–90. PMID: 2236283
85. Arzi A, Sela L, Green A, Givaty G, Dagan Y, Sobel N. The influence of odorants on respiratory patterns
in sleep. Chem Senses. 2010 Jan 1; 35(1):31–40. doi: 10.1093/chemse/bjp079 PMID: 19917590
86. Gesser HD. Applied Chemistry: A Textbook for Engineers and Technologists. Springer; 2002. 38 p.
87. Rickard TC, Cai DJ, Rieth CA, Jones J, Ard MC. Sleep does not enhance motor sequence learning. J
Exp Psychol Learn MemCogn. 2008; 34(4):834–42. doi: 10.1037/0278-7393.34.4.834 PMID:
18605872
88. VerweyWB. Evidence for the development of concurrent processing in a sequential keypressing task.
Acta Psychol (Amst). 1994 May; 85(3):245–62.
89. Rechtschaffen A, Kales A. A Manual of Standardized Terminology, Techniques, and Scoring System
for Sleep Stage Scoring of Human Subjects. Bethesda, MD; 1968.
90. Walter DO. The method of complex demodulation. Electroencephalogr Clin Neurophysiol. 1968 Jan;
Suppl 27: :53–7. PMID: 4184012
91. Mölle M, Marshall L, Gais S, Born J. Grouping of spindle activity during slow oscillations in human non-
rapid eye movement sleep. J Neurosci. 2002 Dec 15; 22(24):10941–7. PMID: 12486189
92. Suihko V, Malmivuo J, Eskola H. Sensitivity Distribution of Electric Leads in an Inhomogeneous Spheri-
cal Head Model. 1993.
93. Nir Y, Staba RJ, Andrillon T, Vyazovskiy V V, Cirelli C, Fried I, et al. Regional slow waves and spindles
in human sleep. Neuron. 2011 Apr 14; 70(1):153–69. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2011.02.043 PMID:
21482364
94. O’Reilly C, Nielsen T. Assessing EEG sleep spindle propagation. Part 1: Theory and proposed method-
ology. J Neurosci Methods. Elsevier B.V.; 2014; 221:202–14.
95. Ujma PP, Gombos F, Genzel L, Konrad BN, Simor P, Steiger A, et al. A comparison of two sleep spindle
detection methods based on all night averages: individually adjusted vs. fixed frequencies. Front Hum
Neurosci. 2015 Feb 17; 9:52. doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2015.00052 PMID: 25741264
96. Lunneborg CE. Random assignment of available cases: Bootstrap standard errors and confidence
intervals. Psychol Methods. 2001; 6(4):402–12. PMID: 11778680
97. Hayes AF. Introduction to Mediation, Moderation, and Conditional Process Analysis: A Regression-
Based Approach. New York: Guilford Press; 2013. 507 p.
98. Efron B. Better Bootstrap Confidence Intervals. J Am Stat Assoc. Taylor & Francis; 1987 Mar; 82
(397):171–85.
Sleep and the Consolidation of Motor Sequence Memories
PLOS Biology | DOI:10.1371/journal.pbio.1002429 March 31, 2016 27 / 27
